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Response to Amendment 

This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 02/18/2008. 
Claims 1-20 are pending for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Crouse et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,764,972) in view of SitKa (U.S. Patent No. 6,330,572). 

As to claim 12, Crouse et al. [hereinafter referred as Crouse] disclosed a system 
[Abstract, Fig. 2] for processing file input/output commands of one or more removable 
media from a storage device [e.g., see Fig. 9 and associated texts], the system 
comprising: 

a) a user interface [e.g., the network file interface (34) running on user node (10), 
Fig. 2 ] for receiving input/output identification data including the data to identify one or 
more media [e.g., the media type, volume serial Name, location and access attributes at 
col. 14, line 47 - Col. 16, line 5 ] from the storage device for removing [e.g., col. 16, 
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lines 50 -col. 17, line 12; col. 19, Removable Media Module processing section; the 
unload media processing (492, Fig. 16e)]. 

b) a data file stored in a memory device for storing the export identification data 
[e.g., the Removable Media Reserved File 194, Fig. 9; col. 19, lines 37-51] ; 

c) a task control subsystem [e.g. the AFS Control Program (40), Fig. 2] for 
retrieving [e.g. via the Scan module 192, Fig. 9] the export identification data from the 
data file and controlling the library to cause the export of the selected media [e.g., 
Fig(s). 9, 12 and associate texts specifically col. 19, lines 24 - col. 21, lines 16]. 

Crouse did not specifically disclose the file input/output commands including a 
scheduling of an exporting processing. 

However, Sitka disclosed a data storage system to automatically scheduling an 
import and export I/O commands for removable devices [e.g., Title, Abstract, the DSM 
system 10, Fig. 1 and associated texts, col. 9, lines 5-56; col. 10, lines 1 -40, col. 17, 
lines 31 - col. 19, lines 6]. 

Crouse and Sitka are in the common field to process file input/output operations 
via a common interface, therefore, with the teachings of Crouse and Sitka in front of 
him/her, an ordinary skilled person in the art at the time the invention was made would 
have been motivated to modify Crouse's user interface with the import and export 
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commands as disclosed by Sitka, because by doing so, the combined system will 
facilitate a system user to schedule the import or export operation with ease. 

As to claims 13-14, except all the above, the combined system further disclosed 
that the user interface is configured to allow a user to specify one or more media to be 
exported by one or more respective media identifiers/criteria [e.g., Crouse: col. 15, lines 
3-49] and store the specified media identifier/criteria [e.g., Crouse: col. 19, lines 37-51]. 

As to claim 15, except all the above, the combined system further disclosed that 
the task control subsystem comprises an evaluator [e.g., Crouse: the AR module 184, 
Fig. 9] to evaluate the stored criteria to determine which one or more media in the 
library satisfy the specified one or more criteria [Crouse: col. 22, lines 8-27]. 

As to claim 16, except all the above, the combined system further disclosed that 
system having an export history data file which containing a field associated with each 
media indicating the status of the export of the media [e.g. Crouse: the Archive Status 
field of the table between col. 21- col. 22], 

As to claim 17, the combined system further disclosed that the user interface is 
configured to allow a user to specify a specific event following which the media is to be 
exported [e.g., if the system user specifies the life span for a remote file, once the life 
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span is exhausted, the file is eligible for termination when the media space is needed 
[e.g., Crouse: Fig. 14d, col. 22, lines 55-64]. 

As to claims 1-11 and 18-20, these claims recited similar features as cited in 
claims 12-17, in form of method or computer readable medium, hence are rejected for 
the same reason. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 02/18/2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The examiner disagrees with applicant's arguments that Neither Crouse nor Sitka 
disclosed the claimed "at a first time, receiving export identification data comprising first 
data identifying one or more removable media from the storage device to be exported 
and second data identifying a second time at which the one or more removable media is 
scheduled to be exported; and at the second time, using the stored export identification 
data to select one or more removable media to be exported to export the selected 
media from the storage device library." 

In response to above arguments, the examiner first points out that applicant did 
not clearly specify the values of the claimed first and second time frame. As such, they 
are open for reasonable art interpretation. 

Further, Crouse clearly disclosed a system to import/export (or input/output) files 
of removable devices over a distributed network environment [e.g., Title, Abstract] by 
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using a flexible dispatch control module [e.g., the unit 150, Fig. 9] which controls various 
identification data as specified in the tables at col. 15-16. Wherein, the import/export 
operations of the file distributing system (or input/output operations of a dispatcher 
controlled file system) are deemed to be performed at the claimed first and second 
scheduled time via removable media manager (RM, e.g., the unit 182) and archiving 
module (AR, e.g., the unit 184) as described at col. 17, lines 1 - col. 18, lines 9 and col. 
19, lines 24 - col. 21, lines 16. 

In addition, Sitka also disclosed the claimed import/export files operations of 
removable devices over a hierarchical/direct storage management system [e.g., Fig. 1 
and associated texts]. Wherein, Sitka's system applies various files migration and drive 
selection policies by setting the claimed first and second time frames with stored global 
unique identifications such as the migration low and high watermarks of files based on 
File's vs Scheduled time attributes as claimed [e.g., col. 17, lines 31 - col. 19, lines 6]. 

Because Crouse and Sitka are of analogous art to process file import/exports 
operations via a common interface for removable storage devices via stored 
identifications over scheduled time attributes of the import/exports files, therefore, the 
combined inventions of Crouse and Sitka are deemed to be a prima facie obvious in 
view of the claimed limitations. 

Based on the discussion above, since applicant does not clearly point out the 
patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the state of the 
art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. Further, they do not show 
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how the amendments avoid such references or rejections, therefore, it is believed that 
the rejections on record should be sustained. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Points of Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SUSAN Y. CHEN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4016. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mofiz Apu can be reached on 571-272-4080. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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